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The purpose of the drafting session was to handle some of the Tdocs allocated to agenda item 11.2, which are indicated below.
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	11200
	--
	11.2
	---------------
	------
	IP Flow Based Bearer Level Charging [CH-FBC]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11202
	
	11.2
	S2-043518
	CR
	selecting the charging rule
	ZTE Corporation
	23.125
	094
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH
	It is proposed that MCC and MNC can be used by the CRF in the decision to identify the specific charging to apply.
	Clauses affected: 4.3.1, 6.2.1, 6.3.1.2 ,5.2
need to correct work item code

Fill out that CR affects CN

CR should be Rel-6

First change should be reworded to "and charging models".

Conclusion: agree with principle, but may be not all changes are needed. 


	Revised to S2-043703

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043519
	CR
	Security considerations between CRF and AF
	ZTE Corporation
	23.125
	095
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH
	Add the function that the connection between the CRF and the AF should be able to trust. It is operators’ responsibity to ensure confidentiality and integrity of information coming from AFs.
	Clause affected: 6.3.4.1
need to correct work item code

(not handled yet)
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043520
	CR
	Selection of the appropriate CRF by a TPF for a user in GPRS.
	ZTE Corporation
	23.125
	096
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH
	For GPRS, the CRF addresses shall be pre-defined in charging characteristics profiles and stored in the TPF(GGSN).
	Clause affected: 6.2.4

need to correct work item code
	(not handled yet)

	11203
	
	11.2
	S2-043529
	CR
	Clarification of the TPF/CRF dialogue
	Huawei
	23.125
	097
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	The TPF/CRF dialogue definition is modified.
	3.1, 5.2, 6.2.4, 6.3.1.2, 6.3.1.3, 6.3.1.4 (5.6 missing)

Questions from Ericsson and Lucent on what the problem is. 
Ericsson has concerns to change the definition at this late stage.

Comments that stage 3 already maps to current definition, but comment that current definition is limiting stage 3 (and some companies are not happy with current stage 3).

Siemens mentions that current specification needs changes e.g. in the call flows, if we do not change the definition.

Need also to consider Gy.

Split opinions: Vodafone and Siemens support the CR, Ericsson objects, Lucent wants to be convinced that there is a problem before accepting the CR.

Chairman impression that this is more a debate on the stage 3 and it seems that all companies agree that definitions should not limit stage 3 and indicate that they are willing to align stage 2 with stage 3 on the issue if needed. 


	open

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043530
	CR
	Clarification of volume and time based charging
	Huawei
	23.125
	098
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	Currently the specification only describes in case of “volume and time based charging” model, the OCS can provide both volume credit and time indication to the TPF, there is no further description about the TPF shall how to handle these two parameters, the incomplete description may cause confusion in stage 3.
	Clause affected: 4.3.1

Clauses affected not mentioned on CR cover page
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043531
	CR
	clarification of online charging procedure
	Huawei
	23.125
	099
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	According to the agreed CR#82, the credit request is based on per charging key. however, in the online charging procedures, the corresponding descriptions is not updated to meet the new feature. When a charging rule is installed or modified, the TPF shall request credit only for a newly charging key. 

When a charging rule is removed, the TPF shall return the remaining credit only in case there is no other charging rule sharing it. 

The re-authorisation trigger provided by OCS should be applied to per charging key basis.
	Clause affected: 4.3.1, 5.4, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7, 6.2.4, 7.2.1, 7.2.2.4, 7.2.3, 7.3
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043532
	CR
	Introduction of charging correlation ID
	Huawei
	23.125
	100
	
	B
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	Proposal to introduce a charging correlation ID In the case of online charging, a charging correlation ID shall be generated by the TPF in order to correlate the charging information generated by TPF and OCS. For each newly charging key, the TPF generates a new charging correlation ID and sends to the OCS in the credit request. Both TPF and OCS shall put the charging correlation ID in their corresponding charging information respectively.
	Clause affected: 6.2.4
	(not handled yet)

	11204
	
	11.2
	S2-043618
	CR
	Update of bearer termination message flow
	Siemens
	23.125
	101
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	The message flows are updated by clarifying that the bearer service termination could only lead to a removal of charging rules. A provision of charging rules for other bearer services of the same IP network connection is still possible and can be triggered. The message flow for unsolicited provision of charging rules shall be used in this case.
	Clause affected: 7.2.3
How does this related to activated pre-defined charging rules? ( should be "de-activated" for these, at least clarified.

This was the only comment.
	Revised to S2-043704

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043619
	CR
	CCF/OCS address clarifications
	Siemens
	23.125
	078
	2
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	It is clarified that the pre-configured CCF/OCS addresses are relevant for all users, i.e. there are no user specific CCF/OCS addresses pre-configured. The relevant text is also separated into an OCS and CCF part. The information flows for the bearer service establishment are extended by the CCF/OCS provision.

It is also clarified that event triggers and CCF/OCS addresses may be only provided during the initial bearer service establishment of an IP network connection.
	Clause affected: 6.3.4.1
	(not handled yet)

	11205
	
	11.2
	S2-043640
	CR
	Reporting and credit management granularity
	Ericsson
	23.125
	102
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	1)
Service data flow based charging includes the “Identification of the service data flows” regardless purpose.

2)
Note on the fact that the proper detection of service data flows depend on the accuracy of the service data flow filters.

3)
Arrange for an identifier that, apart from the charging key, may be used for identifying a service data flow.

4)
The occasions for reporting for online charging purposes is clarified.

5)
Clarify that quota is granted on a per charging key or service data flow basis.

6)
The credit management and reporting for online charging are aligned to use the same reporting pattern..
	Clause affected: 3.1, 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4, 5.5

This CR is not against the version mentioned on the cover page, but shows the changes compared to what was agreed at the last meeting. A correct CR would be needed.

Siemens thinks that the change to section 5.3 does not belong to 5.3, could fit to 5.2, ok for Ericsson.

What is the reason for change in 5.1? Offline discussion needed.

Comments on 5.2

Remove service component identifier, improve wording, what is the purpose of the note? (probably take out the note, or put in a more introductory text)

Question on how 5.5 relates to agreement from last time. Answer that it would only be used in the optional case of service identifier use. Comment (Siemens) that this introduces another option. Vodafone believes that the option is needed. Depends on how you want to use the charging key.

Huawei has more comments.

Vodafone requests clarifications on what is mandatory and what is optional.

Proposal that the CR is split up in two, will be considered offline.
	Revision/s in 3705/6.

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043642
	CR
	Updates to Rx handling
	Ericsson
	23.125
	103
	
	C
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	An AF provides with user identities over Rx interface e.g. IMSI or MSISDN as well as the IP Address of the UE. Further the GGSN provides with similar identities. However in certain situations an operator want to verify that e.g. the IMSI/IP Address information from AF is the same as the IMSI/IP Address from GGSN. If they are different an error has occurred and the CRF should not implement a charging rule and hence send an error message towards the AF. Thus it is proposed to add that the CRF checks the user identities from AF (if available) can be matched to the same IP Address as provided from GGSN.
	Clause affected: 7.1
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043701
	AGENDA
	Session agenda [11.2]
	Siemens
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda for FBC drafting session
	
	agreed

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043702
	REPORT
	Session report [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043703
	CR
	selecting the charging rule
	ZTE Corporation
	23.125
	094
	1
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	Revision of S2-043518
	
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043704
	CR
	Update of bearer termination message flow
	Siemens
	23.125
	101
	1
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	Revision of S2-043618
	
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043705
	CR
	
	Ericsson
	23.125
	
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	Revision of S2-043640
	
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043706
	CR
	
	Ericsson
	23.125
	
	
	F
	6.2.0
	Rel-6
	CH-FBC
	(possibly) Revision of S2-043640
	
	(not handled yet)

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043707
	RESERVED
	RESERVED PARALLEL SESSION [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043708
	RESERVED
	RESERVED PARALLEL SESSION [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043709
	RESERVED
	RESERVED PARALLEL SESSION [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043710
	RESERVED
	RESERVED PARALLEL SESSION [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043711
	RESERVED
	RESERVED PARALLEL SESSION [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	112xx
	
	11.2
	S2-043712
	RESERVED
	RESERVED PARALLEL SESSION [11.2]
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


